Title I state requirements for monitoring and enforcement plans; and (3) operations of the centralized Migrant Student Record Transfer Service funded under Title I. With the establishment of explicit compliance-oriented auditing objectives such as theser federally conducted audits have acquired a distinct resemblance to program evaluations.
FEDERALLY SUPPORTED EVALUATIONS CONDUCTED BY STATE AND LOCAL AGENCIES
Virtually all federal education aid programs require institutional grantees to conduct evaluations of their own performance. The specific language of the legislative requirements varies among programs, depending on the overall objectives of the program and also on the evaluation methodologies considered by federal administrators to be best suited to the particular program. For programs with a large state administrative role, such as ESEA Title I and the state grant program under the Vocational Education Act, states are also required either (1) to collect local evaluation data and provide summaries of these data to ED on a regular basis or (2) to carry out their own state-managed evaluation efforts.
In recent years congressional mandates and Education Division program managers have identified state and local evaluaton priorities with increasing specificity, but the offices of the former Education Division do not at present collect regular data on the implementation of state and local evaluation requirements. Therefore, it is not possible to determine what portion of ED program grant funds are used by grantees for self-evaluation purposes nor is it possible to determine exactly how those funds are used.  It is apparent, however, that significant amounts of federal funds are used to provide assistance to state and local agencies in improving the quality of their evaluations.
Evaluations conducted by state and local agencies are generally funded using program grant funds. At the state level, evaluation activities are supported using state administrative funding provided by the pertinent federal program. ESEA Title I, for example, provides each state educational agency with 1.5 percent of the state's totalr General identified three priorities for audits of state and local administration of Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA):  (1) compliance with thers (e.g., Indian edi cation and community education).gton,  D.C.:    U.S. General Accounting
